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REMARKS 



Present StatF" ^hft ADPUcation 



Upon entry of the amendments in this response, claims M4 are pending of 

4 

1 and 9 have been amended to eliminate informalities thereof 



which the claims 



without prejudice or disclaimer in order to more expliciUy describe the claimed 
ix^vcntion. It is believed that no new matter is added by way of amendments made to 
claims 1 and 9. in addition, minor errors were found in the "ABSTTlACr' and 
accordingly amended. For at least the foregoing reason, applicants respectfully 
submit that claims M4 patenUy define over prior art of record and reconsideration of 
this appUcation is respectfiilly requested. 



Tiu^„««ioii for an^^ndmente r-irf " *^ ^'"i^^s 1 and 9 



During reviewmg 



inc the claims in the specification, applicants found claims 1 



and 9 have some 



infemuOity, For examjJe. the wort "and" in the oKOm 1 is misplaced 
and thua should he amend«J. Therefore, .he elaims 1 and 9 have been amended to 



elunin^tte 



informalities thereof without introducing any new matter. 



8 



PAGE 9116 ' RCVD AT 1119/2006 8:41:56 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPTO-EFXRF'6i27 * DNIS:2732395 ' CSID: ' DURATION (min-ss):03-16 



JAN-20-2006 FRI 09:45 FAX NO. P. 10 



Customer No.: 31561 
Docket No.: n835-US-PA 

Application No.: 10/711,541 



Discussion 



frtf nh| ecti0P tft claims OP '*'"' "^^ TI.S.C.102 fe^ 



4. Claims 1^14 are rejected under 35 USCJ02 (e) as being anticipated by 

Cedar et ai(U.S. patent no. 6.820.148) 

Re claims J. 9 and 14. Cedar discloses multiple removable non-volatile 
cards serially communicating with a host, determining whether a 
reading address of the reading command is same as a previous reading 



memory 



present 



(col 5. Ums 57^: col 7. Ji-«; col S. line. 1*, tH. previous 
iescHfaon is referred u, -^firs, element" hereinafter), wherein when said 
present reaitng address U same as saldpr^ reading address: c»<^^ a 
response and au,pm,im adaiaina dam-tag «> "-^ 



response is 



second eUmenf' hereinafter), wherein when said present reading address 
not same as said previous reading address: and updating said previous 
reading address to be said present reading address, output said response and 
outpuitlng said data in a data-parallel mode to output said data regardless of 
whether or not said response is outputted (coL 10. lines U67: the previous 
description is referred to "the third element" hereinafter). 



9 



PAGE 10116 * RCVD AT 1/19/2006 8:41:56 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPTO-EF}(RF'6/27 ' DNIS:273239S ' CSID: ' DURATION (inm-$s):03-16 



FAX NO. 



Customer Ho.: 31561 
Docket No,: 11835-US-PA 
Application No.; 10/711.541 



In response thereto. appUcauts respectfully traverse tt.e preceding objections 
based on the following arguments and thus withdrawal of objections to the claims 1, 9 
is respectfully requested. To establish a prime case of anticipation, US patent 



and 14 IS 



no. 6,820.148 fCedar, hereinafter referred to Cedar) should teach every element 
disclosed in the independent claimsl. 9 and 14 in the present invention. ActuaUy. 
the claims 1, 9 and 14 are featured in their incorporating three elements that are 

first element." "the second element" and "the third element » as 



referred to "the 



di^losed ta P-S^ph. Wor u> proc«dmg wit «mpari»n b«ween Ceto 

dcmeno. applic»K would Ito to m«te . brirfcomp-rison b*v«« 



and the three 



Cedar and the present 



invention. The present invention employs a memory card 



receives a 



cmttolte implemented in . m»m»y card u> determine whether . e»d reader is 
compatible with the memory card so a. to promote reading effleieney. In other word». 
the preaent invention ia aetually «tee»ted inside the memory card; that ia. when 

reading command output ftom a ho=t (or caUed "c^d reader"-). fhem«no,y 

card detenninea whether a reading addre» to he »=cesaed by the reading command U 
same as a previous re«iing address, and then selects modes for transfetring d«a 

stored in the memory card to the host (Le. a data-lag mod. or a data-paraUel mode) in 
acconhmce with a de.ennin«l result by the memory card eontroUer. h, conhast. Cedar 
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does not 



need a determination of whether memory cards are compatible with a card 
reader because Cedar doesn't implement the card reader at all but a host in which 
there is no compatibiUty problem between memory cards and the host. Besides, the 
invention by Cedar is implemented inside a card reader (i.e. host 5 1) that allows 
related card addressed to be assigned to a variety of memory cards when they are 



plugged into 



sockets. Moreover, in tenns of a MuWMediaCard flowchart, the present 



invention 



ion is utilized, followed by a card-identification process as disclosed by Cedar, 



for detemuning which data transfer mode (i.e. a data-lag mode or a data-parallel mode) 
to be used. As a result, in terms of problems to be solved (i.e. invention motives) and 
for executing their inventions . Cedar and the present invention arc distinct. 
Fxuthermore, regarding tiie examiner's allegation tiiat 'the first element" is 
in col. 7, lines 53-67, in Cedar, applicants found the examiner misintetp«*ed 



ways 



discloses 



this disclosure as 



"the first element. " In fact, this disclosure has nothing to with 



"the first element 



" but discloses that a host is able to assign a different number of 



addresses 



to each of memory cards. In addition, regarding the examiner's allegation 
that "the second element" is disclosed in col. 8. lines U+, in Cedar, in fact, tiiis 
disclosure dose not disclose any description associated with "output data in a data-lag 
featured in "the second element, " but discloses how the memory cards are 
addressed and then communicable witii a host. Likewise, tiie examiner did err 



mode" as 



in turn 



n 
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disclosure in col. 10. lines 1-67. in Cedar, in order that this 



niisinteipretati 



ion discloses 'the third element." Especially, the examiner did err in 



interpreting 



the lines 8 and 32 in col. 10. in Cedar, in which there disclose 



" transterred in parallel" and 'loaded in parallel. " because what is transferred and 
loaded in parallel in Cedar, is only data, rather than "response" and data in the present 
ion. THereforc, Cedar fails to reach, suggest or disclose «the first element," "the 
:'• and "the third element," as claimed in the amended claims 1 and 9. 



invention 



second element 



as 



„dl aa the claim 14. mt is. th»e dmm, a. not ».tic,pa.e<l by Cedar and Ita c». 



be placed in an allowance condition. 

in re daim 2, tl.ere is no finding of "output data in data-lag mode." as claimed 
in the claim 2. in col. 9. lines 45+ in Cedar, as specified by the examiner. As a residt, 
iner's objection to the claim 2 has no ground and thus the claim 2 is not 



the examiner 



anticipated by Cedar and thus can be placed in an allowance condition. 

in re the claims 3-4, as the same situation as the preceding paragraph, there is 
no findix^ of "output data in data-lag mode." as claimed in the claim 2. in col. 8. lines 
30.. and col. 1 0. lines 54+ . in Cedar, as specified by the examiner. As a result, the 
examiner's objection to tiie claims 3-4 has no ground and thus the claims 3^ are not 
anticipated by Cedar and thus can be placed in an allowance condition. 
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However 



In re the claims 5 and 1 0, the examiner alleged that the disclosure in col. 
10, lines 10+. in Cedar discloses "the reading command passes a cyclic redundancy 
check (CRC)," as claimed the claims 5 and 10. However, in fact, this disclosure only 
discloses data passes CRC. ratlier than the reading command's passing CRC in the 
present invention. As a result, the examiner's objection to the claims 5 and 10 has no 
ground and thus the claims 5 and 1 0 are not anticipated by Cedar and thus can be 

placed in an allowance condition. 

In re the claims 6 and 1 1, the examiner alleged that the disclosure in col. 
9. lines 52+, in Cedar, discloses the feature as claimed in the claims 6 and U. 

, this disclosure only discloses the procedures for reading data from one of 
memory eards inserted into a plurality of sockets that are integrated with a host, but 
fails to disclose "data being read during a period of outputting said response." as 
claimed the claims 6 and 1 1 . Thet^ore, the claims 6 and 1 1 are not anticipated by 
Cedar and thus can be placed in an allowance condition. 

In re the claims 7 and 12, the examiner alleged that the disclosure in col. 
1 1, lines 28-42. in Cedar, discloses that the flowchart shown in Fig. 1 Us to make sure 
all memory cards are completely read, as claimed in the claims 7 and 12. However, 
the subject matters of claims 7 and 12 are to make sure all blocks of data axe 
completely output in response to the multi-block command. Evidently, the examiner 
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imsin 



these two 



terprets Uie subject matters of claims 7 and 12 and thus his (her) objection to 



claims has no ground. As a result, the claims 7 and 12 are not anticipated by 



Cedar and thus can be placed in an allowance condition. 

With respect to claims 8 and 13. no matter whether a SD memory is a 
conventional device, the dependent claims 8 and 13 should be patenable as a matter of 
law for at least the reason that they contain all limitations of their corresponding base 
1 and 9, respectively. That is, the claims 8 and 1 3 are not anticipated by Cedar 



claims 



and thus can be placed in an aUowance condition. 
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CONCLUSION 



For at least the foregoing reasons, it is believed that all the pending claims 1-14 
pplication patently define over the prior art and are in proper condition 



of the present ai 



for -llowance. If m Examiner believes ftat . tetophone oonferenee would expedite 
.he «caminetion of *ov^ideudfied patent *pli«aon. the Ex»m« is invited U, 



call the undersigned. 



Respectfully submitted, 



P. 16 



Date : 
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